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United States Court of Appeals
Fifth Circuit

FILED

IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS March 22, 2004
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

Charles R. Fulbruge IlI
Clerk

No. 03-50773
Summary Cal endar

JOHN T. JOSEY,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
BELL COUNTY TEXAS, RICK M LLER, County Attorney,
DAN SM TH, Sheriff, JANE DCE, Secretary; R W PATTERSQN,
Jail Adm nistrator; BELL COUNTY LAW ENFORCEMENT CENTER;
PENNYBAKER, Cor poral; FNU ANDREWS, O ficer; FNU M NTER,
O ficer; PLANAS, Oficer; FISCHBACH, FNU MARTINEZ, O ficer,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. W 02- CV-365

Bef ore BARKSDALE, EMLIO M GARZA, and DENNIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

John T. Josey filed a conplaint pursuant to 42 U S.C. § 1983
alleging that, while he was being housed at the Bell County Law
Enforcenment Center as a pre-trial detainee, various prison
officials and governnental entities violated his civil rights.

Josey’s conpl aint also contained several state |aw cl ai ns.

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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The district court dismssed Josey’s conplaint with prejudice for
failure to state a claimpursuant to FeED. R Qv. P. 12(b)(6), and
Josey tinely appeal ed.

Josey has filed a notion to conpel this court to acknow edge
that his handwitten appellate brief was conpliant with the rules
of this court. That notion is GRANTED. All of Josey’s other
out st andi ng notions before this court are DEN ED

Li berally construed, Josey has presented an argunent that
the district court erred in dismssing his conplaint for failure

to state a claim After a de novo review of the record and the

briefs before us, we conclude that the district court correctly

di sm ssed Josey’s conplaint pursuant to FED. R Cv. P. 12(b)(6).

See Lowey v. Texas A & MUniv. Sys., 117 F.3d 242, 246 (5th Cr

1997); Fernandez-Montes v. Allied Pilots Ass’n, 987 F.2d 278, 284

(5th Gr. 1993); Manax v. McNanmara, 842 F.2d 808, 812 (5th G

1988) .

AFFI RVED.
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